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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 24, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Regarding Applicant's arguments that it would not have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to develop the flame resistant wax of the 
claimed range, Examiner respectfully disagrees. While Examiner agrees that Table 1 
(page 6) illustrates several differences between the prior art foil wire and the foil wire 
according to the instant invention, the broadest reasonable interpretation of claim 1 
yields a wire (according to Table 1 , wax 'A') with very similar statistics as the prior art 
foil wire, therefore the foil wire produced with wax 'A' does not yield any unexpected 
results. As such, one of ordinary skill in the art, with a minimal amount of 
experimentation would have been motivated to try e.g. the commercially available 
product used by applicant to produce a copper foil with similar flame resistance, etc. as 
the prior art wire. Table 1 , waxes 'B' and 'C, however, appear to produce an 
'unexpected' (compared to the prior art foil wire) increase in the flame resistance of the 
wire (according to UL-94). Since the scope of the range in claim 1 (specifically the 
stated range of flame retardant) is larger than that of waxes 'B' and 'C in Table 1, it is 
still broadly covering a range wherein the results of a particular wax mixtures (e.g. 5 
wt% for wax 'A') would be 'expected'. 
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